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as the price of ids support of the national Administration.22
This mission was, however, to be the initial service of
Dr. Porras in a long and distinguished career in foreign
affairs.
Developments at The Hague demonstrated why the
United States had been willing, at Rio, to allow the ques-
tion to go over to the world assembly. At Rio the United
States would certainly have been outvoted in any effort
to tone down the Drago principle. At The Hague the non-
American powers joined the United States in modifying
the Drago Doctrine by accepting the Porter Proposition,
which greatly altered its effect by making a refusal of the
debtor nation to submit to arbitration or to conform to an
arbitral award a valid exception to the theory of absolute
nonintervention. Dr. Drago, who was present at The
Hague, made a long speech saying that Latin America
would never recognize a right of intervention under any
condition.
Although at Rio Senor Obaldia had indicated Panama's
attachment to the general Latin American purpose of
boosting the cherished ideals of the juridical equality of
states, and had voted with the others to recommend the
Drago Doctrine to the conference at The Hague,23 the
representative of Panama at the world congress, Belisario
Porras, took a rather astonishing position and accepted the
Porter modified Drago Doctrine without reservation.24
Only Mexico, of all the other nineteen Latin American
states, took this action. Samuel F. Bemis rationalizes this
step by pointing out that Panama, after all, owed its very
existence as a nation to the arbitrary intervention of the
United States in Colombian affairs.25 Nations, like individ-
uals, are not likely to subscribe to clouds upon their own
legitimacy. The action of Porras seems to have been fore-